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On April 22, 1920, no claimant having appeared, a decree of condemnation
and forfeiture was cniered, and it was ordered by the court that the product
be sold at public auclion by the United States marshal, labeled as imitation
of birch oil, in conformity with section 10 of the act, )

. D. Bary, Acting Sceretary of Agriculture.

7852, Adulteration and misbranding of bireh ofl and eil ef sweet bLivch.
U.8 ¢ * * v, 3Cans * * * of a Product Purporting te be Birch
0il, U, 8. + * * ~x. 3 Cans * * ¥ of a Product Purporting to be
0il of Sweet Birch, and U. 8§, * * # v, ¢t Can * * * of a Product
Purporting to be 0il of Syweet Birch, Default decree of condemna-
tion and forfeiture. Preduct ordered sold. (I & D. Nos. 11659,
11660, 11661, 1. 8. Nos. 533-r, 532-r, 531-r. S. Nos. E-1854, B-1855,
E-1856.)

On December 14, 1919, the Uniled States altorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report hy the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the Uniled Siates for said district libels for the seizure and
condemnation of 3 cans of a product purporting to be birch oil, 3 cans of 2
product purporting to he oil of sweet birch, and 1 can of a producl purporting
to be oil of sweet birch, remaiiﬂng unsold in the original unbroken pack-
ages at New York, N. Y., alleging that the articles had been shipped on
or about October 28, 1919, by M. G. Teaster, Johnson City, Tenn., on Oclo-
ber 31, 1919, by L. J. Ray, Newland, N. C., and on or about November 4, 1919,
by T. J. Ray, Johnson City, Tenn., and trausported from the States of
Tennessee and North Carolina into the State of New Yeork, and charging acdul-
teration and mishranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Actl.

Analyses of samples of the articles by the Bureau of Chemisiry of this de-
partment showed thit they contained synthetic methyl salicylate.

Adulteration of the articles was alleged in the libels in that the articles were
sold under and by a name recognized in the United States Pharmacopeceia and
differed from the standarvd of sirength, quality, and purity as determined by
the tests laid down in the United States Pharmacopeeia. They were further
adulterated in that the strength and purily of the artieles fell below the pro-
fessed standard and gualily under which they were sold, and in that a substance,
to wit, synthetic methyl salicylate, derived from a source other than Dbirch,
had been miked and packed with them so as te rcduce and lower and injuriously
affect their quality and strength, and in that a substance, to wit, synthetic
methyl alcohol, derived from a source other than birch, had Deen substituted
in part for the said products, to wit, birch oil and oil of sweet birch.

The articles were misbranded in that they were an imitation of and sold
ander the name of awpother article, to wit, birch oil. They werc further
misbranded in that they were an imitation of and sold under the distinciive
name of another article, to wit, bireh oil. The articles were further mis-
branded in that they werc labeled so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser
into the belief that they were composed wholly of Direlr oil, whereas they con-
sisted in part of synthetic methyl salicylate, derived from a source other than
birch. They were further misbranded in that the packages containing {he
products bore a statement, to wil, “ Birch Oil,” or “ Oil of Sweet Birech” re-
garding the products contained therein, which was falsc and misteading—ifalse
in that the products were not composed wholly of birch oil but were in part
composed of synthetic methyl salicylate, derived from a source other than
birch, and misleading in that it led the purchaser to believe that the articles
were composed wholly of birch oil, whereas they consisted in part of synthetic
methyl salicylate, derived from a source other than birch.
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On April 17, 1920, and on April 27, 1920, no claimant having appeared, judg-
nients of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the products be sold at public auction by the United States marshal,
labeled as imitations of birch oil and oil of sweet birch, in conformity with
section 10 of the act.

E. D. Bawr, Acting Secretary of Agriculturc.

78533, Adulteration and misbranding of oil ef sweet birch, bireh oil, and
wintergreen oil. U. S, * * * v, 2 Cans * * * of a Product Pur-
porting to be Birch 0Oil and 1 Can * * * of a Product Purport-
ing to Pe Wintergreen Gil. U. S, ¥ * * vy, 1L Can * * * of g
Product Purpoxting to be 0Oil of Sweet Birch and 1 Can * ¥ * gof
a Produet Purporting to be Wintergreen Leaf 0il. Default decree
of condemnation and forfeiture. Produet odered sold. (I, & D,
Nos. 11882, 118835. I. 8. Nos. 540-r, H41l-r, 542-r, 543-r. 8. Nos. E-1925,
15-1927.)

On January 14, 1920, the United States atlorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agrieulture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district libels for the seizure and
coridemnation of 2 cans containing a product purporting to be birch oil, 1 can
containing a product purporting to be wintergreen oil, 1 ean containing a prod-
ucl purporting to be oil of sweet birch, and 1 can containing a product pur-
porting to be wintergreen leaf oil, at New York, N. Y., alleging that the articles
had been shipped on or aboui Deccember 31, 1919, by the Green Goods Supply
Shop, Johnson City, Tenn., and on or aboul December 27, 1919, by D. A. Winters,
Johnson City, Tenn.. and transported from the State of Tennessee into the
State of New York, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of
ithe FFood and Drugs Act.

Analyses of samples of the articles by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that they contained synthetic metlhyl salicylate.

Adulteration of the articles was alleged in that they were sold under names
recognized in the United States Pharmacopeeia and differed from the standard
of strength, qualily, and purily as determined by the tests laid down in the
said Pharmacopceia, official at the time of the investigation, and in that their
own strength and purity fell below the professed standard or guality under
which they were sold. The articles were further adulterated in that synthetic
methyl! salicylate had been mixed and packed with the products so as to reduce
and lower and injuriously affect their quality and strength, and in that syn-
thetic methyl salicylate had been substituted wholly or in part for the products.

Misbranding was alleged in that the articles were imitations of, and sold
under the names of, other articles, 1o wit, birch oil, oil of sweet birch, winter-
green oil, and wintergreen leaf oil, respectively. The articles were further
niisbranded in that the statements, appearing upon the labels on the packages
containing the article, were false and misleading, and dececived and misied the
purchaser, and in that they were imitations of, and sold under the distinctive
names of, other articles.

On April 17, 1920, and on May 1, 1920, no claimant having appeared in one
case, and Thomas J. Ray having appeared as claimnt in the other case and
having defauited in answer, judgments of eondemnation and forfeiturc were
entered, and it was ordered by the court that the producis be sold by the
United States marshal at public auction as imitations of birch oil, oil of sweet
birch, and wintergreen oil, respectively, under s.eetion 10 of the act, and that
costs of the proceedings in which Thomas J. Ray appeared as claimant be
taxed against Thomas J. Ray in the sum of $28.17. )

E. D. BawL, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.



